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Trademar k Judges.

Qpi nion by Sims, Admi nistrative Trademark Judge:

M ca Lanp Conpany (applicant), a California
corporation, has appealed fromthe final refusal of the
Trademar k Exam ning Attorney to register the asserted mark
M CA LAMPS for electric |anps and lanp fixtures, nanely,
| anp shades and | anp reflectors.EI The Exam ni ng Attorney

has refused registration on the Principal Register and on

! Application Serial No. 75/163,498, filed Septenber 10, 1996,
based upon all egations of use and use in commerce since January
1, 1992.
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t he Suppl enental Register on the basis that applicant’s
mark is generic for applicant’s goods.EI Appl i cant and the
Exam ni ng Attorney have submitted briefs but no oral
heari ng was requested.E

On Decenber 6, 2000, the Board issued an opinion and
decision in connection with another application which
applicant filed--Serial No. 75/163,499, seeking to register
the mark M CA LAMP COVPANY for the sane goods. In that
opi nion, the Board discussed the argunents and evi dence of
applicant and the Exam ning Attorney and concl uded t hat
applicant’s mark was unregi strable. For the reasons
indicated in that opinion, the Board |ikew se affirns the
refusal in this case.

Deci sion: The refusal of registration is affirned.

2 Pursuant to applicant’s request, applicant has sought

regi stration on the Principal Register under Section 2(f) of the
Act, 15 USC 81052(f), and on the Supplenental Register. See TMEP
8§1212.02(c), which permts this practice.

®In view of the circunstances set forth in applicant’s letter
acconmpanying its reply brief, filed June 2, 2000, the reply brief
is accepted as tinely.
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